Trail Project Area:
Wildlife Habitat Management
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Lynx inhabit forests
at higher elevations
(above 4,000 feet).

They are most

closely associated
with subalpine fir
vegetation types.




Vegetation types &
mapped lynx range

SasF

i
loswma=

Trail Project Boundary

: Lynx Primary Vegetation
Vegetation Type
Douglas-fir dry
- Non-Forest
Northern Rocky Mountain Mixed Conifer
- Spruce/Subalpine fir
- Subalpine Fir/Lodgepole pine
- Western redcedar/western hemlock
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Selkirk Mountains
(secondary area for lynx)

Provide a mosaic of forest structure
that includes dense young stands
and multi-story stands.

Private Land

D Lynx range
lynx habitat types
- den

- alternate forage
: forage

| | unsuitable

- non-lynx
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Dense young stands

T

Snowshoe
hare habitat




These stands may provide den
sites and foraging areas.
Because they are rare, the Trail

Project would not harvest these
stands.



Un-suitable Habitat

Lynx are reluctant to cross
recently created openings
which lack concealing
cover.

Because there is a surplus
of openings on the lynx
range, the Trail project
would not create
additional openings.
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We mapped the current
habitat to determine the
departure from historic levels
in each watershed (Churchill
2020).

| Goshawk Habitat

m Trail Project Boundary
[ InFsiands
|:| watersheds

Habitat Type
- primary (mid-late closed, mesic)
; secondary (mid-late closed, Dry DF) |-
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“Primary Habitat”

- mid to late closed stands in
the mesic vegetation types,
- goshawk nest stands,

- replacement nest stands.

Primary habitat would be
conserved to assist in meeting
historic habitat levels.

Private Land

*  Active Nest - 2019
Mapped Habitat Areas
- Nest Stand
- Alternate 1
- Alternate 2
|:| Alternate 3
E Alternate 4
l:] Alternate 5
D post-fledging area
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“Secondary
Habitat”

Dry site stands
available for
harvest provided
some habitat
values for
goshawks are
maintained.




If a watershed has a
surplus of habitat
relative to historic
conditions, that
surplus could be
harvested to
accomplish other
resource goals.
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Open roads and
elk habitat effectiveness
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Existing road densities (NFS lands only)

Sub-watershed Open Road Closed Road
mi. / sq. mile mi / sq. mile

CCA 2.5 2.5
Cusick 2.3 3.0
Exposure 1.2 1.8
Middle 1.6 2.1
Skookum 2.1 3.0

Elk habitat effectiveness in relation to open roads = 45 - 60%



New roads would be effectively closed following their use.



“Riparian roads” not needed for forest management
would be obliterated (up to 46 miles).




Approximately 7 miles of open road would be closed.







